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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action in response to application November 14, 2006. Claims (1-16) 
are pending. 



Priority 

2. Applicant's claim for benefit of foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19 (a) - (d) 
is acknowledged. 

The application is filed on November 14, 2006 but is a 371 case of 
PCT/GB04/03541 application filed 08/16/2004 and has a foreign priority 
application United Kingdom 0319363.8 filed on 08/18/2003. 



Claim Objections 

3. Claims 4 and 14 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 4 and 14 recites limitation of "is more restrictive". Examiner submits 
such claim language renders the claim indefinite and parallels subjective 
opinionating thereby not enabling one ordinary skilled in the art to clearly 
understand the conciseness of such a claim limitation to render a interpretation. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Bandini et al. (International Publication No. WO 03/001326 (cited from IDS) and 
Bandini hereinafter). 

5. As to claim 1 , Bandini teaches a method of applying a sender-specific 
mail policy, the method comprising: 

maintaining a list of computer system users and associated sender- 
specific mail policies (i.e., ...teaches a policy engine [pg. 9, lines 10-15]); 

receiving a mail message intended for further transmission (i.e., ... 
teaches receiving a mail message [204, 502, fig. 6(a)]), the mail message 
indicating a sender thereof [205, fig. 6(a)]; 

attempting to verify a digital signature in said mail message [fig. 8]; 

if the mail message does contain a verified digital signature [810, fig. 
8], and if a user corresponding to the verified digital signature corresponds 
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to the sender indicated in the mail message [810, fig. 8], applying an 
associated sender-specific mail policy to said mail message [204, fig. 6(a)]; 

and if the outgoing mail message does not contain a verified digital 
signature corresponding to the sender indicated in the mail message [fig. 
8], applying a default mail policy to said mail message (i.e. ... teaches 
additional policy application capability [pg. 9, lines 15-23]). 

6. As to claim 2, Bandini teaches a method as claimed in claim 1, wherein 
the step of applying a sender- specific mail policy to said mail message 
comprises determining whether the mail message complies with said 
policy (i.e teaches message conformity check [fig. 6(a)]; 

if the mail message does comply with said policy, allowing 
transmission of said message [620, fig. 6(a)]; 

and if the mail message does not comply with said policy, applying 
appropriate measures to said message [622, fig. 6(a)]. 

7. As to claim 3, Bandini teaches a method where the step of applying a 
default mail policy to said mail message comprises determining whether 
the mail message complies with said policy [fig. 6(a)]; 

if the mail message does comply with said policy, allowing 
transmission of said message [620, fig. 6(a)]; 

and if the mail message does not comply with said policy, applying 
appropriate measures to said message [622, fig. 6(a)]. 
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8. As to claim 4, Bandini teaches a method where said default mail policy 
is more restrictive than said sender-specific mail policy (i.e., ... examiner 
submits the term "is more restrictive" renders the indefinite. As such examiner 
has given claim the broadest reasonable interpretation such that the teachings of 
Bandini, figure 6(a) teaches claims elements of different levels of policy 
application). 

9. As to claim 5, Bandini teaches a method where the step of applying a 
default mail policy to said mail message comprises rejecting said mail 

message (i.e teaches a policy engine [pg. 9, lines 10-22] ... further teaches 

a policy applicable to return to sender (i.e., rejecting) email [622, fig. 6(a)]. 

10. As to claim 6, Bandini teaches a method as claimed in any preceding 
claim claim 1, comprising receiving the mail message in a boundary agent, 
the mail message being intended for further transmission over an external 
computer network [fig. 1]. 

11. As to claim 7, Bandini teaches a computer program product, 
comprising code for performing the method as claimed in claim 1 (i.e., ... 
teaches a program executing on a computer [pg. 6, lines 15-20]). 
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12. As to claim 8, Bandini teaches a method of applying a sender-specific 
mail policy, for use in a boundary agent of a first computer network, the 
method comprising: 

(a) maintaining a list of users of said first computer network, and 
sender-specific mail policies associated with said users (i.e., . ..teaches a 
policy engine [pg. 9, lines 10-15]); 

(b) receiving from a user of said first computer network a mail 
message intended for further transmission over a second computer 
network (i.e., ... teaches receiving a mail message [204, 502, fig. 6(a)]), the 
mail message indicating a sender thereof [204, fig. 6(a)]; 

(cl) determining whether said mail message contains a digital 
signature [fig. 8], and, if so 

(c2) attempting to verify the digital signature [fig. 8]; 

and (d) if the mail message does contain a verified digital signature, 
and if a user corresponding to the verified digital signature corresponds to 
the sender indicated in the mail message, applying to said mail message a 
sender-specific mail policy associated with said user [fig. 8]. 

13. As to claim 9, Bandini teaches a method as claimed in claim 8, further 
comprising: if the outgoing mail message does not contain a verified digital 
signature corresponding to the sender indicated in the mail message, 
applying a default mail policy to said mail message [fig. 8]. 
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14. As to claim 10, Bandini teaches a local computer network, comprising: 
a plurality of user computers; and a mail server (i.e., ... teaches a computer 
network for which email transmittal occurs [pg. 3, lines 4-10]); 

and having a connection to a second computer network [fig. 5 [a] and 
[b]], such that outgoing mail messages can be sent from the user 
computers to destination computers connected to the second computer 
network [fig. 5 [a] and [b]], and such that incoming mail messages can be 
sent to the user computers from transmitting computers connected to the 
second computer network [fig. 5 [a] and [b]], where the mail server maintains 
a list of users of said user computers and associated sender-specific mail 
policies (i.e teaches a policy engine [pg. 9, lines 10-15]); 

where, when said mail server receives an outgoing mail message [fig. 
5 [a] and [b]], said outgoing mail message indicating a sender thereof, said 
mail server attempts to verify a digital signature in said outgoing mail 
message [fig. 8]; 

and if the mail message does contain a verified digital signature, and 
if a user corresponding to the verified digital signature corresponds to the 
sender indicated in the mail message, said mail server applies an 
associated sender-specific mail policy to said mail message [fig. 8]. 

1 5. As to claim 1 1 , Bandini teaches a local computer network as claimed in 
claim 10, wherein, if the outgoing mail message does not contain a verified 
digital signature corresponding to the sender indicated in the mail 
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message [fig. 8], said mail server applies a default mail policy to said mail 
message (i.e., ... teaches a policy engine [pg. 9, lines 10-22] ... further teaches 
a policy applicable to return to sender (i.e., rejecting) email [622, fig. 6(a)]. 

16. As to claim 12, Bandini teaches a local computer network where when 
said mail server determines whether the outgoing mail message complies 
with said sender-specific mail policy: 

if the outgoing mail message does comply with said sender-specific 
mail policy, said mail server allows transmission of said message [fig. 6 (a)]; 

and if the outgoing mail message does not comply with said sender- 
specific mail policy, said mail server applies appropriate measures to said 
message [fig. 6 (a)]. 

17. As to claim 13, Bandini teaches a local computer network where when 
said mail server determines whether the outgoing mail message complies 
with said default mail policy: if the outgoing mail message does comply 
with said default policy, said mail server allows transmission of said 
message; and if the outgoing mail message does not comply with said 
default policy, said mail server applies appropriate measures to said 
message [fig. 6 (a)]. 

18. As to claim 14, Bandini teaches a local computer network said default 
mail policy is more restrictive than said sender-specific mail policy (i.e., ... 
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examiner submits the term "is more restrictive" renders the indefinite. As such 
examiner has given claim the broadest reasonable interpretation such that the 
teachings of Bandini, figure 6(a) teaches claims elements of different levels of 
policy application). 

19. As to claim 15, Bandini teaches a local computer network as claimed in 
claim 10, wherein said default mail policy is to reject said mail message 

(i.e., ... teaches a policy engine [pg. 9, lines 10-22] ... further teaches a policy 
applicable to return to sender (i.e., rejecting) email [622, fig. 6(a)]. 

20. As to claim 16, Bandini teaches a computer program product, for use 
on a mail server in a local computer network, said local computer network 
further comprising: 

a plurality of user computers (i.e., ... teaches a computer network for 
which email transmittal occurs [pg. 3, lines 4-10]); and having a connection to a 
second computer network [fig. 5 [a] and [b]], such that outgoing mail 
messages can be sent from the user computers to destination computers 
connected to the second computer network [fig. 5 [a] and [b]], and such that 
incoming mail messages can be sent to the user computers from 
transmitting computers connected to the second computer network [fig. 5 
[a] and [b]], where said computer program product causes the mail server to 
maintain a list of users of said user computers and associated sender- 
specific mail policies (i.e., ...teaches a policy engine [pg. 9, lines 10-15]); 
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where, when said mail server receives an outgoing mail message [fig. 
5 [a] and [b]], said outgoing mail message indicating a sender thereof [fig. 5 
[a] and [b]], said computer program product causes said mail server to 
attempt to verify a digital signature in said outgoing mail message [fig. 8]; 

and if the mail message does contain a verified digital signature [fig. 
8], and if a user corresponding to the verified digital signature corresponds 
to the sender indicated in the mail message [fig. 8], said computer program 
product causes said mail server to apply an associated sender-specific 
mail policy to said mail message [pg. 9, lines 10-22]. 

Prior Art Made of Record 

21 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Gross et al. (US Patent No. 5,555,346) Event-driven rule-based 

messaging system. 
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